Serial No. 10/677,383 Docket No. K-0540 

Amdt. dated October 22. 2007 

Reply to Office Action of July 23, 2007 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 5-10, and 14-21 are pending. Claims 1-3, 7-10, and 14-21 have been amended 
and claims 4, 11-13, and 22 have been canceled. Reconsideration of the application is 
respectfully requested for the following reasons. 

In the Office Action, claims 2, 3, and 11-22 were found to be objectionable for 
containing typographical errors or unclear phrases. Amendments have been made to correct 
these errors and phrases. 

Claims 9 and 10 were rejected under 35 USC § 112, second paragraph, on grounds that 
several terms in these claims lack antecedent basis. Amendments have been made to provide 
antecedent bases for these terms. 

Claims 7, 8, 12, 14, and 16-21 were indicated to be allowable if rewritten into 
independent form to recite the features of theit base and intervening claims. Claims 7, 8, and 14 
have been rewritten in this manner and claim 10 has been amended to recite the features of 
claim 12. 

Claims 1-4, 15, and 22 were rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) for being anticipated by the 
Kransmo patent publication. This rejection is traversed as follows. 

Claim 1 recites a "PDSN for reporting state information of the terminal to the LIMS" 
and a "PCF (Packet Control Function) for reporting location information of the terminal to the 
LIMS and providing caU state change information of the terminal to the PDSN." The Kransmo 
publication does not disclose these features. 
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The Ktansmo publication discloses a system for transmitting short messages to an access 
terminal The system includes a PSDN which routes data packets between the terminal 140 and 
the internet However, Kransmo does not disclose that the PDSN reports state information of 
the terminal to the LIMS as reqviired by claim 1. Moreover, while Kransmo does not teach or 
suggest a packet control function (PCF) that reports location information of the tertninal to the 
LIMS and provides call state change information of the terminal to the PDSN. 

Claim 1 further recites that the "SMSC transmits the short message to the terminal m 
SMS format based on the location and state information registered in the LIMS." Kransmo 
clearly does not disclose these features. As noted in Paragraph [0028], when the terminal to 
receive an SMS is on a call, the Kransmo system transmits the contents of the SMS message in ei 
mail format to the terminal. Kransmo and the claimed invention are therefore clearly different. 

Because the Kransmo patent does not disclose all the features of claim 1, it is respectfully 
submitted that Kransmo does not anticipate claim 1 or any of its dependent claims. Withdrawal 
of the § 102 rejection as applied to claim 1 is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claim 15 recites "requesting location and state information from the short message 
service center to the LIMS" and "deciding a session change case of the terminal based on 
information from the LIMS." The Kransmo publication does not disclose these features. 
Moreover, claim 15 recites "transmitting state information of the corresponding terminal to the 
SMSC (Short Message Service Center) when the session change case is open or handoff ' and 



14 



Serial No. 10/677,383 Docket No. K-0540 

Amdt. dated October 22. 2007 

Reply to Office Action of July 23, 2007 

"ttansniitting the short message to the corresponding terminal using a different channel 
according to the corresponding state information." Kransmo also fails to disclose these features. 

Based on these differences, it is respectfully submitted that claim 1 5 is allowable over the 
Kransmo publication. Claims 16-21 have akeady been indicated to recite allowable subject 
matter. 

Claims 5, 6, 9, 11, and 13 were rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) based on Kransmo taken 
alone. In issuing this rejection, the Examiner indicated that Kransmo does not teach or suggest 
the features recited in these claims. However, the Examiner then indicated that these features 
merely would have been obvious. Applicants disagree and submit that it is improper to merely 
state that the features in claims 5, 6, 9, 11, and 13 are obvious without citing a reference to 
support this position. If such a reference cannot be produced. Applicants submit that the 
rejection should be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and timely allowance of the 
application is respectfully requested. 

To ^^^^teiit neceissai^^ for aii extension of tim C.F.R. 1.136 is 

hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this. 
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concurrent and future replies, including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 16-0607 and 
please credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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